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Electromagnetic quantum shifts in relativistic Bose-Einstein condensation
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We compute deviations from ideal gas behavior of the pressure, density, and Bose-Einstein con-
densation temperature of a relativistic gas of charged scalar bosons caused by the current-current
interaction induced by electromagnetic quantum fluctuations treated via scalar quantum electrody-
namics. We obtain expressions for those quantities in the ultra-relativistic and nonrelativistic limits,
and present numerical results for the relativistic case.
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In a nonrelativistic ideal gas of particles of mass m
obeying Bose-Einstein statistics, the energy of a particle
is simply E(7) = p?/2m. One may fix the number of
particles of the gas, a conserved quantity, and compute
it by integrating over the occupation numbers of excited
states to extract the temperature where a macroscopic
fraction of the particles starts condensing in the g = 0
ground state, which does not contribute to the sum [1].
This Bose-Einstein condensation phenomenon has been
observed in several physical systems, most recently in
ultra-cold atoms [2, 3.

In a relativistic ideal gas, the number of particles is no
longer conserved. Instead, it is the number of particles
Ny minus the number of antiparticles N_ that is con-
served, an indication that antiparticles must be included
in a relativistic treatment M] In fact, a comparison be-
tween the free energy of the gas without antiparticles ﬂﬂ]
and that with particles and antiparticles shows that the
latter is smaller, thus favored [6].

In this letter, we study the charged relativistic Bose
gas, which is made up of charged scalar bosons and
antibosons of rest mass m and energy Ei(p) =
++/P2c? + m2¢* (+ bosons, — antibosons) in a neutraliz-
ing background. A chemical potential u € [—mc?, +mc?]
is used to fix the conserved charge, proportional to the
number of bosons minus antibosons. This ideal gas also
undergoes a phase transition, forming a Bose-Einstein
condensate below a critical temperature 7, Mﬁ]

Because of its electromagnetic (EM) charge e, the
gas will inevitably couple to EM quantum fluctuations
that induce a current-current interaction. Thus, it may
no longer be treated as ideal - one has to treat it via
scalar quantum electrodynamics at finite temperature
and charge density, the microscopic theory that naturally
incorporates such fluctuations.

Normally, BEC is considered only for free boson gases.
The inclusion of interactions, going now from an ideal
gas into a real gas, in general is highly non trivial and
several procedures have been developed. The influence of
an interacting potential on the BEC critical temperature
in the non-relativistic case has been discussed by several
authors ﬂﬂ],ﬂg] Here, however, interaction emerges from

vacuum fluctuations in scalar electrodynamics. No inter-
acting potential is introduced by hand. The idea is to
integrate out the photon degrees of freedom, producing
and effective interaction for the charged bosons.

Within that framework, we will show that the interac-
tion changes the pressure, density, and critical tempera-
ture of condensation of the gas with respect to their ideal
gas values by amounts that depend on the fine structure
constant a = e?/4rhc, and compute the deviations in
the ultra-relativistic (UR), relativistic, and nonrelativis-
tic (NR) regimes.

Our calculation starts with the grand part1t1on func-
tion of the system = = Tre™ B(H-uAN) ,AN =N, —N_,
written as a functional integral over EM and scalar ﬁelds.
Doing the quadratic integration over EM quantum fluc-
tuations, we obtain an effective action for the scalars with
an induced current-current interaction proportional to a.

We treat the induced interaction as a perturbation in
the remaining integral over the scalars, and compute a
Feynman graph that gives the current-current expecta-
tion value. Finally, we integrate that expectation value,
times the photon propagator, over photonic momenta.

From the thermodynamic potential 2 = =T InZ=, we
obtain the pressure P = —Q/V, and the density n =
AN/V = (0P/Ou)r,v. Since, as before, the zero mo-
mentum state does not contribute to the sum, the con-
densation temperature comes from equating the integral
over occupation numbers to 7).

In natural units E], the action for Euclidean scalar
quantum electrodynamics at finite temperature and den-
sity is [10]

S:/d4:1:
Q

where [, d*z = foﬂ dzy [, d*z, D,¢ = (0, — ieA,)p, and
9, = (0;,04 — p). The grand partition function of the
system may be expressed as a functional integral ﬂE

I f [dg*][dg)aS]A] =516 0] 2)

where dX[4] is the gauge invariant measure for the EM
field [11]. The integral symbol denotes a sum over field
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configurations of 4,, ¢, and ¢* whose value at (Z,0) is the
same as at (&, 3), boundary conditions that implement
the trace.

We sum over the quantum fluctuations of the EM field,
by doing the quadratic integral over A,, and derive a
current-current interaction. The grand partition function
becomes

== ?{ [do™][dg]e (S0t (3)

where Sy is the free bosonic action, obtained by setting
A, =0 in Eq.(d), and the interacting part is

Srlé] = —62/Qd43: /Qd4a:'Jp(:17)Gﬁg(:zr —a)J,(2'). (4)

The current J, = i(¢*0,¢— 0, ¢*) interacts via the pho-
ton propagator in the background of the field ¢, whose
inverse is (G%,)"! =T9, = Tps + 2¢%¢|?6,5. For the
free propagator, we have I,y = —020,5 + (1 = X71)9,0,,
with A a gauge parameter. In momentum space,

_ 50’ )\_1 4pdo
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: (5)

Note that the term proportional to €?|¢|? is not present
in Gys(g). It comes from the coupling of two photons
with two bosons in the interaction Lagrangian density
Lint = eJ, A, +e*A%|¢|?. However, if we include the term
e? A?|¢|? through G¢,, instead of using the free propaga-
tor, in the expression for the grand partition function =
(see below), the order e? ~ a extra term will contribute
in order e* ~ a2, which can be neglected, as we will show
in the numerical results.

We expand the grand partition function to first order
to find

62
/20 =1+ 3/9 d4:z:/Qd4y Gpo(x —y)(Jo(2)J5(y)), (6)

where = is the ideal gas grand partition function (S; =
0), and the current-current expectation value is com-
puted from the scalar theory given by Eq.(3)

(Jp(@)Jo (y)) = (Jp(2)Jo (¥))e + (Jp(2)){Jo (y)),  (7)

with (J,(z)) = 6,un. The second term in Eq.(T) gives
a (InV/V) contribution to the pressure that vanishes in
the thermodynamic limit. Besides, it does not contribute
to the density either, since it is independent of u ﬂﬂ]
On the other hand, the connected part (J,(z)J5(y))c =
Tpo(xz — y) leads to
eV o [
E/E0=1+ 5 Z /ﬁjpo(Q#)GPU(_Q#)' (8)
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Jpo is given by the Feynman graph
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagram.

with ¢4 = 2mnT, ps = 27n,T + ip. Due to current con-
servation, ¢,J,c = Jpoqs = 0, the gauge-dependent sec-
ond term of the propagator in Eq.(#]) will not contribute.
Introducing the trace J(q,) = Jpp(qu), we have

=/= = eV ¢ d*q J(qu)
=/Fo=1+ - Z/(%)B 2

ng=—0d q

(10)

If we perform the Matsubara sum in Eq.(@), and sub-
tract the vacuum part Jg,0), the medium contribution
Im = Jr,u) — J0,0) is given by

d*p a(p) [(f + 4pq — 4m?
m =R
TIm(qu) e/(2ﬂ_)3 w, 7%+ 2pq

where pg = iwpqs + P+ ¢, wi = (EQ +m?)1/2, and a(k) =
n* (k) +n=(k),
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Keeping only the medium contribution, and defining
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with 7, conveniently written as

d®p n(p) [ q> 4m? ]
'm =R 2 — — . (14
J e/ (27)3 wp ?+2pq >+ 2pq (14)

As before, we subtract the T' = 0 part of Eq.(3), and
call the result AZ*/=y. We will now compute expressions
for pressure, density, and condensation temperature in
the UR and NR limits, and present numerical results for
those quantities in the relativistic case.

In the UR limit, 7 >> m and/or n >> m3, the last
term in ([I4]) does not contribute to the grand partition
function in leading order (we have checked this numer-
ically). We perform the sum over n, in ([I3]), and the
integral over angles in (I4]), analytically. The real part of
the integral over the radial momentum p, and the final
radial integral over ¢ may also be computed analytically,
yielding

AE* /2 = iVT3 (15)
= \_40—60 .



The thermodynamic potential is given by
Q=-TIhE = -TInZy — TIn[l 4+ (AZ*/Z)]. (16)
As AE* /=, is of order o = €?/4m, we expand the log
AQF = QF — Oy = —T(AE*/Z) = —%VT“. (17)

In the UR limit, Qq/VT* = —T'(4)((4)/(37%) = —72 /45,
so the pressure is

2
* « - T e Ty
P*=Py+ AP —45T+15T. (18)
We go back to Eq. ([6) to derive the density

1 0AQ*

IP*
= = An* =ny— = 1
n < o )T,V Mo+ An =10 V on (19)

where 7 is the density of the relativistic ideal gas

1 = <%—IZ))T7V —/(;371))3 [ (p) —

We then use the ansatz
* * 1
n=mo+ At = opT? [+ f(§ar].  (21)

We define 7 = T/m, £ = u/m, and the function f(§),
shown in Fig. (@), which is determined numerically. We
take its value for u = m to be f(1) = . Numerically,
v =214 27/3.
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FIG. 2: Numerical calculation of f(£), a function of & = p/m.

In order to obtain T., the temperature where Bose-
Einstein condensation sets in, we use y = m and n = n*

1
n=mn = §m37—c2 [1 =+ ’}/O(TC] ) (22)

which may be written

TC2 14 ~yat] = 377/m3 = N,. (23)

Setting 7, = Nul/2 — AT, to first order in «

7o = N2 - %aNu, (24)

where N,/? is the ideal gas value, and aN, = (e/47)Q,
with @ = eAN being the total EM charge.

In the NR limit, 7 << m and/or n << m3, we again
perform the sum over n, and integrate over angles. The
leading term is now

=V 25
T Mo, ( )

where 7)9 is the nonrelativistic expression for the particle

density of the ideal gas (antiparticles are suppressed by
e—m/T)

B (mT)3/2 /oo 21/2
no(v) = N dzeziy — (26)

with v = (u—m)/T < 0. The shift in the thermodynamic
potential with respect to the ideal gas value is

e ar
AQ* = —T(AZ"/5,) = —3—7TTV170. (27)

However, since 09 /0v = =TV

Q" (v) = Qo(v) + %%(V) = Qo(vem), (28)
Vem(V, T) =V + %. (29)

Therefore, the effect of the electromagnetic quantum
fluctuations is to increase the chemical potential by an
amount proportional to (a7)T. They also lead to an in-
crease in the pressure

* «
AP* = Py(Ver) — Po(v) = 3—;Tn0. (30)

The nonrelativistic density is

10P* 1 0P,

n*(v,7) = T ov T% = 10(Vem,T)- (31)

Condensation will take place whenever ve,, = 0, which
means v, = —(ar.)/3m. Then, the total density is given
by n = n*(ve,7c) = n0(0, 7). Since v, << 1, we follow
ﬂji to compare the condensation temperature T, with the
temperature Ty of an ideal gas with density n and v = v,

m 3/2 |V,
1=c6/2) (52) [1 - —”"'] @)

((3/2)
Since n = ((3/2)[mT./27]*/2, Eq. B2) leads to

(33)
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Introducing N, = [(27)3/2/¢(3/2)](n/m?),

Te = Nn2/3 — COCI/QNna

4
C = AGTD 0.295. (34)

Again, the shift is proportional to the EM charge
2N, = (1/2¢/7)Q.

The critical temperature is always lower than the ideal
gas value, an indication that electromagnetic repulsion
acts against condensation. In the ultra-relativistic and
nonrelativistic cases, this shift is related to an electro-
magnetic increase in the chemical potential proportional
to «

pem = p+g(&, 7)aT. (35)

We have g(§,7) = 7/37m for 7 << 1 (NR), and g(§,7) =
Ef(&) for 7 >> 1 (UR), with f(€) defined in Eq.(21]).
Electromagnetic repulsion is also responsible for an in-

crease in pressure when compared to that of the ideal
gas. In the UR and NR limits,

APY/m* = 17T—5o¢7'4, (36)
AP /m* = L047'277—0 _ B2 ar/?. (37)
" ~ 3r m3  6m2y/2m .

As for the increase in density, in the UR limit, we have

An*/m? = %(g)cw?’. (38)

In the NR limit, An* = n*(v,7) = no(v, 7) = 1o (Vem, T) —
no(v, 7). Using Eq.([32), we obtain
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FIG. 3: Change in the pressure as a function of temperature. The
charged pion mass m_+ = 139.6MeV was used for m.

For the relativistic case, the shift in pressure and den-
sity as functions of temperature for some values of the
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FIG. 4: Particle density of the ideal gas (full line) and of the
gas with electromagnetic interaction (EM gas - dashed line) as a
function of temperature for some values of the chemical potential.
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FIG. 5: Condensation temperature as a function of particle density
for the ideal gas and for the gas with electromagnetic interaction.

chemical potential are shown in Figs.([3]) and {), respec-
tively. Fig.(B) shows the critical temperature as a func-
tion of the density. In all the figures, we have taken m
to be the charged pion mass m,+ = 139.6MeV /c%.

It is clear from the numerical calculations that the
pressure and the density increase with respect to the
ideal gas values, whereas the condensation temperature
decreases, all this as a consequence of the electromagnetic
repulsion that sets in via quantum fluctuations. The in-
crease in pressure and density is expected because the gas
will experience a repulsive interaction, since we are fixing
the electromagnetic (EM) charge @ = eAN, proportional
to the number of particles minus the number of antipar-
ticles. For positive chemical potential ;1 > 0, there are
more particles than antiparticles. At low temperatures,
no antiparticles will be produced from the vacuum, so
that we are left with a system of particles (positive net
particle number), all with the same EM charge e, that
repel each other. As we increase the temperature above
2mc?, zero-charge particle-antiparticle pairs will be con-
tinuously created from and annihilated into the vacuum,



but this does not change the net charge, and the system
still consists of same sign charges that experience a net
repulsion. Although the results are order « corrections,
as we move into the UR regime, those corrections become
more relevant. However, we cannot trust our first order
calculation for values of 7 = T'/m close to, or larger than,
1/a.

Since our calculations show that the first order O(e?)
of the expansion gives a small, yet relevant, contribution
in the ultra-relativistic limit, higher order O(e*) correc-
tions will lead to even smaller contributions that can be
neglected in the calculation of physical quantities such
as the pressure, density, and critical temperature of con-
densation.

We point out that temperatures in the graphs do not
exceed 7 ~ 10 < 137, spanning a region where our ap-
proximations should hold. Note that the increase in pres-
sure already reaches 5% for values of 7 ~ 2—3. As for the
increase in density, it may reach 9% for 7 ~ 6, whereas
the decrease in condensation temperature reaches 5% for
7 ~ 6. In order to detect changes of the order of 5 —10%,
one would have to search for physical scenarios with tem-
peratures corresponding to 7 = 2—10, so that relativistic
effects become appreciable still within the validity of our
computations.

In the inner core of a neutron star, where pion conden-
sation may occur ﬂﬂ—lﬂ], densities exceed 104 g/cmg,
with number density p > 0.4fm™ %, and pressure P >

1033 dyn/cm?. In our numerical calculations, the shift in
condensation temperature shown in Fig. () becomes ap-
preciable for number densities 7/(m,+)® > 2, or n >
1.4fm~*, and temperatures where k7., > 350 MeV or
T. > 4 x 102K. Such temperatures T ~ 102K are
found in the center of neutron stars.

In conclusion, we have shown that EM quantum fluc-
tuations increase the pressure and the density of the gas
with respect to ideal gas values by amounts proportional
to a times a power of 7. The condensation temperature
is, however, lowered by a correction proportional to the
charge Q = eAN. The shifts become more relevant (of
the order of a few percent) the more relativistic is the
system. The combination of quantum and relativistic ef-
fects in dense hot gases leading to deviations from ideal
gas behavior should also be present whenever other con-
served charges interact via the exchange of their vector
boson carriers, as in Quantum Flavordynamics or Quan-
tum Chromodynamics, for example. We plan to investi-
gate this in the near future.
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